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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Introduction 

1 . Claims 1-25, 27-41 of U. S. Application 09/480,343 filed on 10-February-2000, 
are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

4. Claims 1-25, 27-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fukuda et al. in view of Allsop et al. (5,970,472; Applicant's IDS). 

5. Fukuda et al. disclose managing building options, comprising: 

obtaining from a first user an indication of at least one available new building 
option for constructing a new building; 

causing the at least one available new building option to be electronically 
accessible to a second user; 
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providing information electronically on the at least one available new building 
option to the second user; 

obtaining electronically from said the second user an indication of at least one 
choice from among the at least one available new building option; and 

providing the indication of the at least one choice to said the first user; 

wherein the indication of the at least one available new building option is 
obtained electronically; 

wherein the indication of the at least one choice is provided to the first user 
electronically; 

Fukuda: a networked interactive VR system for home and kitchen layout for 
customers. See abstract: "a Virtual Reality (VR) technology 
application, a networked VR-supported design system of a 
kitchen layout. This networked VR system was developed on 
personal computers to allow customers to design at home. 
With the VR system, customers can have a pseudo-experience 
of their "virtual kitchen", modify the design of the 
kitchen, and make decisions by being provided with a good 
idea of their potential purchase. The VR system will also 
play an important role in user interface in the House 
Design Advisory System. This system gives advice on house 
design , as well as on kitchen layout design , according to 
the customers'' diversified lifestyles." See COl. 2, page 93: "The 
VR allows customers to examine a design and make changes at 
an early stage in the process . Examples of VR applications 
are to be found in design, prototype, and space layout 
planning. " See section 2 (layout design in the showroom); section 4 (VR 
system on the internet); section 5 (VR systems for customers)) 

4 PUTTING VR SYSTEMS ON THE 
INTERNET 

We extend the VR system to be accessed on the Internet and 
to correspond to the changing needs and values of consumer. 
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• The interface on the World Wide Web appears. 

• A customer locks at the interface and selects each product 
interactively (I), 

• It he/she wants to know the more information of a compo- 
nent product such as a function, a price, a size, and a pho- 
tograph, he/she can see by clicking die product name. The 
detailed information including behavior are shown using 
multimedia (2). 

• Each component product is selected over and over. When 
all products are selected, he/she may click the button named 
•finished!". 

• The selected products are represented (3). If he/she wishes 
to experience the virtual world, he may click the button 
named "VR". Then he/she can experience the virtual world 
and review die first design with the existing photograph 
together (4). 




Figure 1: System Kitchen Planning Process 
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wherein the first user inputs said the indication of the at least one available new 
building option at a first computing unit and said the second user inputs the indication of 
the at least one choice from among the at least one available new building option at a 
second computing unit coupled to the first computing unit via a communications 
network; 

wherein the communications network is a global computer network; 

wherein the at least one available option is electronically accessible to said 
the second user only if said the second user first electronically transmits a valid password. 
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4 PUTTING VR SYSTEMS ON THE 
INTERNET 

We extend the VR system to be accessed on the Interact and 
to correspond to the changing needs and values of consumer. 




wherein the at least one available new building option comprises at least one 
building component; 

further comprising electronically providing information on the at least one building 
component to said the second user; 

wherein the at least one building component comprises a household appliance, 
and wherein the information comprises information relating to said the household 
appliance; 
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(Note fig. 1 and col. 2, page 95): 
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System Kitchen Planning Process 



wherein the information comprises pricing information; 



wherein the information comprises an image of the household appliance; 



wherein said the information comprises performance information of said the household appliance; 

further comprising electronically providing information on the at least one available new building 
option to said the second user; 

wherein said the information comprises product category information; 



(page 95, col. 2): 
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page 96: 



page 98 : 
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products arc described 
using catalogues and displays 



rough sketch of kitchen layout 



drawing made cm our 
kitchen CAD system 



VR-experience 




final drawings made on our 
kitchen CAD system 



[ order to the CIM lines j 
Figure 1; System Kitchen Planning Process 



6. Fukuda et al. teaches all of the claimed elements but appears to be silent on 
whether authorization is required to access portions of the website. 

7. Allsop et al. disclose the use of authorization to allow users access to portions of 
websites (col. 2, entire patent generally). 
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8. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to carry out those steps because the use and advantages of this feature are 
well known to those skilled in the art, namely providing for internet security. In this 
respect, see col. 1 of Allsop et al. 

9. Allowing for user authorization would have also been obvious because it is a 
choice from a finite number of identified, predictable solutions to the problem of internet 
security. "When there is a design need or market pressure to solve a problem and there 
are a finite number of identified, predictable solutions, a person of ordinary skill has 
good reason to pursue the known options within his or her technical grasp." KSR, 127 
S. Ct. at 1742, 82 USPQ2d at 1397. 

1 0. Variations on a theme are also obvious. As a further alternative, it would have 
been obvious because design incentives to solve the problem of internet security would 
have prompted a predictable variation in the prior art system of Fukuda et al. to apply 
the known principle of providing internet security, disclosed in Allsop et al., in order to 
allow a user access the internet site of Fukuda et al., with confidence that the 
transactions will be secure. "When a work is available in one field of endeavor, design 
incentives and other market forces can prompt variations of it, either in the same field or 
a different one. If a person of ordinary skill can implement a predictable variation, §103 
likely bars its patentability." KSR, 127 S. Ct. at 1740, 82 USPQ2d at 1396. 

1 1 . Fukuda et al. teaches all of the claimed elements but appears to be silent on 
updating the amount of money remaining in the budget subsequent to indicating a 
choice. 
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12. Bush (1966) discloses that this is an extremely well known problem - keeping 
track of a budget while shopping - and that it is commonly carried out . See col. 1 : 



Bush discloses electronic means (adding machine) to carry out the function (col. 3): 
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upfeonaMy, during She se&ecfo w process a cummafave ^lo^^^^gv 
spent artd/df tnmm avaOafete to the hometeuyer may fee displayed. 
Cgiculajiofi or the dv^t>le mwgy my be based oi a budget *h»ch has bew 
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wilti in a designated budget, 

1 3. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to keep track of the budget while shopping because this allows for keeping 
within budget. 

Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments, filed 5/15/2008, have been carefully considered and are 
not persuasive. Applicants are thanked for the amendment and arguments. 

15. Applicants argue (pg. 9): 



Please note the updated rejection. 

16. Applicants further argue (pg. 13): 
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Applicants have not referred to a specific passage, so it is difficult to determine whether 

the premise for Applicant's argument is valid and the context of any such disclosure. 

1 7. Fukuda does disclose (page 95): 

The foftowlaf-s m typing step of t% bat&al kxuhen ^ 
sapi at home : aaa********"*^^ 

^e^fs^l: Ac^stcsiser s§t?ckfcs the basse plaen. The fejJVsw&ig 
terns will tie dsecfetti: 

* Isstfget 

* kitchast tay«*M"n^*|j«f. "H"-. "t"-, "pewsft'sitJ**'. 

"island 1 "--) 

g¥s?v ts uisitr ovsts, and & efcfliftg te&kts j 
And (page 98): 
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muiSntterf3B.(2)., 
• Esdi ©era jisaewi prot&wa ts satoaSo-wst and mex Wtei 
aB jafedite^s are sesccsedl beMe easy tltcfe tfce tefoa m®&} 
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18. Applicants allege (pg. 14): 



19. Articulated reasoning was presented. Applicants are silent in response. These 
allegations are abstract and are based upon a false premise. Please review the 
rejections. Applicants have not actually addressed the merits of the rejection nor 
explained why the reasoning is not articulate. 

20. Applicants further allege (pg. 14): 
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The features are taught in the art. To argue that one would not provide for 
authorization to allow users access to portions of websites is not reasonable or credible. 
Furthermore, to argue that one would not provide for budget management is not 
reasonable or credible 

21. It is noted in light of KSR, that a person of ordinary skill in the art will exercise 
ordinary creativity, common sense and logic . The person of ordinary skill in the art is a 
hypothetical person who is presumed to know the relevant prior art . Custom 
Accessories, Inc. v. Jeffrey- Allan Indus., Inc., 807 F.2d 955, 962, 1 USPQ2d 1196, 
1201 (Fed. Cir.1986). In determining this skill level, the court may consider various 
factors including "type of problems encountered in the art; prior art solutions to those 
problems; rapidity with which innovations are made; sophistication of the technology; 
and educational level of active workers in the field." Id. (cited in In re GPAC, 57 F.3d 
1573, 1579, 35 USPQ2d 1116, 1121 (Fed. Cir. 1995)). In a given case, every factor 
may not be present, and one or more factors may predominate. Id. at 962-63, 1 
USPQ2d at 1201. 

Conclusion 

22. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 
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- Kenney (United States Patent 6381583) discloses running totals for a virtual 
shopping basket. Col. 10: 

« 4(« ^ o*. i»s I It* ^* ^ „ Ivv ^k-.h^t «\ ^ict 

x i ilk 'h- ! vf^l i i>^;v^\ m& itv v * *l\<si »n0 t^t 
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t-i^U* s^vk* nil* Kv$^t)*^ VluN *lH^*hAv|iSl 

\ i\ U l\ s v *< i K \\ $ i \ IS t 
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23. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

24. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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25. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be: 

directed to: Dr. Hugh Jones telephone number (571 ) 272-3781 , 
Monday-Thursday 0830 to 0700 ET, 

or 

the examiner's supervisor, Kamini Shah, telephone number (571) 272-2279. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Group receptionist, telephone number (703) 305-3900. 

mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to: 

(703) 308-9051 (for formal communications intended for entry) 

or (703) 308-1396 (for informal or draft communications, please label 

PROPOSED or DRAFT). 

Respectfully submitted, 
/Hugh Jones/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2128 
July 1, 2008 



